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The Honorable Donald Evans. Secretary
U.S. Department of Commcree

Room 5854.

l4th & Conjtitution Aveauc, Northwest
Washingion, DC 20230 '

Dear Sceretary Evans:

It is my undcestanding that vou have beon roquested to revicw a docision by the New York Stat
Department of Stawe regarding the Millonnium natural gas pipeline. I am writing to ask vou to uphald Now York
Socretary of State Daniels docision provonting the nawural gas pipelino to be buik acroas the Hudson River at
Haverstraw Bay. ‘ :

As you know. Now York Stata. under the strong lcadcership of Govemor Pataki and Sccretary of State
Randy Danicls, has found that the proposa) to construcs the Millcunium pipeline acrass Haverstraw: Bay.
including the planncd blasting end dredging of the Hudson River, wonld destroy the fragile ccosyswems within
the Bay. Theoughout my tonure as 2 state logislaror, | have worked with other loaders to help restore the Hudson
River to its original beauty and majesty. If Secrctary of State Danicls decision is overtumed, 1 foar that the great
advancemunts we have accomplished under the Patakd administration will be irccparably compromiscd.

In addition. the New York Stax Department of Environmental Conservation has found that the cusrent
Millennium proposal poscs scrious risks on the watcr supplics of the City of Yonkers and the Town of
Greenburgh, which represents over two thirds of my Scnate distriot.

Lastly, and perhaps most importantly. the Briarcliff School District, which I represent, has informed me
that the proposed pipcline will come within 75 foct of thoir elementary school and withia 350 foct of thoir
socondary school. This is unaceeptable. I will not placo our state’s most precious resource. our children. in
danger in cxchange for the pipcline. There arc other altemative routos available that will provide clcan buming .
natural gas that do not traverse our great county.

As the duly elceted staté represcntative for the City of Youkers and the Towns of Grecnburgh and
Mount Pleasant. § would like to voice my strong support of the New York Departmont of Stats's ruling and
urge you 1o uphold this common sensc decision,

incercly.

Senator
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Natianat Oceanic end Asmeasphoric Adminiotrasian
Washingeon, DC. 20230

[ ]
%\ UNITED STATES DEPARTMVMENT OF COMMERGE
%%‘ * f

OPEICE OF THE GENERAL COWUNSEL

FEB 3 2008

The Honorable Nicholas A. Spano
New York State Sienate
Albany, New York, 12247

Dear Senator Spao:

Thank you for your letter regarding the Millennium Pipeline Company’s administrative appeal
filed under the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA), 16 U.S.C. 1451, et seq., and currently
pending before the Department of Commerce. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration §OAA) processes many aspects of CZMA appeals for the Secretary of
Commerce, and therefore was asked to respond to your letter.

Writing in strong support of the State of New York’s objection to Millennium's proposal to cross
the Hudson Riveriat Haverstraw Bay, you raise 2 number of concerns regarding the pipeline,
including possiblt'a adverse impacts to the resources of Haverstraw Bay and to the water supply of
jurisdictions within your Senate district.

As you may know, Millennium has asked the Secretary to override the State’s opposition for a
procedural reaser, concerning the timing of New York’s objection to the Millennium project.
Millennium also fequested an override on cither of the two substantive grounds provided in the
CZMA. The first ground requires the Secretary to determine that the proposed activity is
“consistent with the objectives” of the CZMA. The second substantive ground for overnding a
State’s objection ponsiders whether the proposed activity is “necessary in the interest of national
security.” See se¢tion 307(c)(3)(A) of the Coastal Zone Management Act and the Department of
Commerce’s impjementing regulations, 15 CFR Part 930, §§121, 122.

Although we canq"xot comment on the merits of an ongoing administrative appeal, please bo
assured that we cprefully review all information contained in the appeal record in order to .
develop proposeq findings for the Secretary’s consideration.
Thank you again for your views concerning this important matter.

Sincerely,

Qar R 'WM

“James R. Walpole

General Counsel
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